12th February, 1935.

Vs T ool Mo

My attention has been drawm to the report
of your remarks in the House of Lords, on the occasion
of the Debate on the question of refugees on the

Bth of February, in regard to the asction of

e a
~;Em1gratlon offlcers in refu31ng a mlttance %o this
Mn;_‘ w mimmw RS P 3

country g of rexugees who had definite invitations to
stay with friends known to be able to support them,
and had no intention of taking work here.

1f you would be good enough, as 1 see you
offered to do, to furnish me with particulars of the
sctusl cases which you have in mind, I shall be very

glad to go into the matterx\{g should also be mich

obllged 1f you would 1et me have partlculars of the

oo
cases in which the childrégjgg refugee parents in

p————CAE

this country are said to have been refused perm1381on







to proceed with their education at elementary

schools.,
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Lord Noel-Buxton.
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9th April, 1935.

You were good enough to send me on the 1lst March
particulars of the cases to which you made reference in
the debate in the House of Lords on the 6th February on
the subgect of refugees and I have now had en opportunity
of examining all these cases very carefullye.

Before deeling with them in detail I should,

perhaps, explain thet the &cuteness of the world-wide

economic depression and the disturbed conditions of post-war

Europe resulting in political upheavals in Austris, Germany,

Spain and other countries, has forced and is foreing large
numbers of persons for a variety of reasons which are
not all politicel to seek settlement in another country

because it is no longer comfortaeble, or even, in many cases,
possible for them to make & livelihood in their own,
Prom the point of view of such persons the political

stebility of this country and the fact that we have, in
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mény respects, suffered in the last few years less
gseverely than other couhtries from the depressgion,
meke the United Kingdom appear an attractive place of
settlement.hmiﬁﬂface of this situation the policy

of the Government is to maintain a very striet control
over the é&mission of fo;;;éhérs‘fé this country witﬁ
a view to settlement, a control which has however
been relaxed from time to time in the case of some
éenuine political refugees. That is in accord

with the very old practice of our country, but apart
from tha@,exgggEigp.ig only mede in cases of persons
who are of independent means or who propose to

engage in some activity which does not involve any
competition with our own people.

Oq‘fbe‘other pand it is essentiel, while
maintaining & rigid control over the asdmission of
foreigners for settlement, that, in the ihterests of
our trade amd for the encouragement of the increasingly
important tourist traffiec, as 1little restriction as
poesible should be placed upon the large inward

traffic of genuine foreign visitors who come merely

for business or pleasure anl leave asgéin., One of the

difficulties, however, with which we have constantly
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.%o contend in the sdministration of the system of
control is that many ggfg}gners seek to take
advantage of the facilities which are given to the
genﬁine visitor, to secure a footing in this country
with & view to permanent settlement. Even if no
immediate question of employment arises in such cases
it is obvious that these persons, if sllowed to
establish themselves here, would, sooner or later,
Seek some form of livelihood which would involve their
entgfing our elready seriously overcrowded lsbour
maerket, or engagiﬁg in other activities which, while
not coming unier the head of employment, are from the
point of view of competition with our own people,
Scarcely distinguishable from employment in their

effect. To allow a visit in cases where it is

clear thaﬁ & foreigner's pfimary motive in coming
to this country {sﬂegonomic and that what is sought
is not merelyka visit, bﬁf permanent establishment
and ultimate ebsorption into the economic 1life of
this country, leads to endless difficulties and
experience showé that in such cases it is better

that admission for a visit should be refused,
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0f the cases which you mention, Fumbers 1 and 2,

Drechsler and Rosenthal are of this type.

DRECHSLER (Case 1). I need hardly assure you that the
suggestion in the summary of this caese, that the
reference in letters to & dog haed something to do with
the Immigration Officer's decision, is guite

without foundation. What was however found in one

of the letters from lr, Drechsler's woman friend was

g series of instructions as to how helshould deel with
the Immigration Officer's examination, including the
following, “Say &s little as possible. They write it
down, and the Home Office geté tﬁé report. You will
get three or four weeks and we cen do the rest™, There

P

was also evidence that the 4,000 france which
brechéig;»produee& and which he qlaimed to have made
in his business in Paris, had in fact been sent to him
by this lady. The Immigrafion Cfficer came to thé
conclusion that his intention was to esteblish himself
in this country. On the evidence before me 1 do not
see any reason to dissent from his judgment of the

case and the refusal of leave to land seems to me

to have been perfectly proper in the circumstances.

é;
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It is not the case that a copy of the refusal of
leave to land notice was sent to the suthorities in
Paris: it is of course possible that the French
authorities would hear of the refusal from their
officers engaged in the control of cross-channel
traffic on the French side, but I am not awere that
this would have any relevance to the question of

the further stay‘in France of a man who had already,
according to his statements, been in that country for

two years.

Charlotte ROSENTHAL (Case 2). This lady is & German

Jewess who had previously earned her living &s a
painter of postcards and calendars but had been out of
work for eighteen months, She had been living with
her mother, who owns and runs & small pension in Berlin,
When she arrived at Harwich on the 14th October she
said quite frankly that she had come to take up
permanent residence in this country. ©She was destitute,
and it appeared from 1q§§¢rswfgpm liiss Wigglesworth
that there was &t least a possibility that the result
of her arrival would be that a woman then employed

by liiss Wigglesworth and her niece at 14/6d. & week

to run their home would lose her employment, as it was
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stated in one letter that they could not afford to

give shelter to Miss Rosenthal &and also keep their
servant, The question whether Miss Rosenthal was
coming to this country as & guest or to replace

& British employee was by no means clear, but in any
event this circumstance was only & secondary
considerastion in the decision to refuse her leave to
land, It is quite obvious from the letter of which

'a copy is appended to the summary you sent me that this
unfortunate woman's one desire was to get out of Germany
and that she had no intention, if admitted, of ever
returning. No doubt Miss Wigglesworth (to whom she was
personslly quite unknown) was &ctuated by humanitarian
motives in offering her temporary hospitality dbut of
course such offers of hospitelity do nothing to effect

& permanent set;-é]'.“e‘mentr of the situation of the meny
unfortunate people in Miss Rosenthal's plight. and

if this womsn were admitted, s%g would, even if further
hospitality were forthcoming, ssoner or later have had
to seek some means of 1iyelihood here, There is nothing

to suggest that she is a political refugee -~ she appears
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to be one of the large numbers of people who would
like to settle in this country merely on &ccount of the
economic difficulties they encounter in their own,

1t is, as I have explained, quite impossible for this
country to accept the indefinite 1liability which the
admission of all these people would involve. Though
the personai circumstances of the case may be
extremely distressing, it is one in which in ny view
there was no alternative to refusal of edmission.

i § g;& add that the case was most fully and carefully
eXamined on personal representations by lrs., Ormerod
at this 0ffice, before the decision to maintain the
refusal of leave to land was finally confirmed.

The case of the Lipmanowicz fami;z;(Case_B)

involves very similar considerations, There weas,
however, no question of & visit in this case.

An enguiry was addressed to this Office by Mrs. Ormerod's
orgeanisation as to whether this family, consisting of
husband and wife and two children residing in miserable
conditions in Paris,could come to this country to stay
with the wife's brother-in-law who though not & rich

men was prepared to give them food and shelter,
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Ultimately this proposal involved the settlement and
entry into the 1ab;;¥ market in this country of at
least three people, since Yhakaver guarentees as to
meint enance are given in such cases, it is not
reasonable to exXpect able-bodied peoPie té‘gémé;n in
idleness indefinitely. For this reason Mrs. Ormerod
wasrinf;fmed that we would not suggest that

Mr. eand Mrs. Lipmanowicz should come to this country

with their children,

Walter KNODHERER (Case 6). This msn who

described himself as a cosmetician stated on arrival
that he intended to set up & business in London for the
removal of superfluous hair. It has long been the pdlicy
of this Office to refuse permission for foreigners

to establish themselves in "one-man" businesses such as
hairdressers, small retail shops and ﬁhe like, since
from the point of view of competition with our own
beople, there is little distinction between such
enterprises and tqg?ngregployment. Moreover this man
had very inadequate_capital for the purpose of buying
the necessary plant, renting asnd fitting up premises,

advertising etc., and meintaining himself in the early






stages of such a business and his previous experience
had only been as & translator, real estate agent and
clerk. His admission was accordingly refused., I may
point out that in this case also there was no question

of & vigit,

Paul FQUCAR (Case 5). This man, & secondary

school teacher had in his possession on errivel the
addresses of various scholastie agencies, and aimitted
to the Immigration Officer that he intended to cell on
these agencies with a view to obtaining & post here.

In view of his evident intention to seek employment

he was refused leave to land under the provision of the
Aliens QOrder which requires that a foreigner must be in
possession of & Ministry of Labour permit before he can
be given leave to land for the purpose of employment.,

As regards cases 4, Elisabeth HOFFA and

9, Eberhard KOBEL, these are both cases in which

insufficient guarantees or information were aveilable
on“%hémfbreigners' arrival, but leave to land was
granted on their production at this Office. The persons
in question were not sent back, but were allowed to

land, and the summary of Kobel's case is in&ccurate
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in saying that he was sent back on account of

broken ribs snd a&llowed to enter the country later.

He remsined on board the boat on which he arrived from
Sweden on the 29th October until guarantees as to his
maintenance had been given by his friends in this

country and was then allowed to land,

Rudolf LESSER (Case 7), an artist, when

he arrived at Harwich, produced a letter of invitation

to stay with lirs. Weiss and said thet he was in

receipt of 150 marks per month from his mother who was

& teacher of singing in Germany. On further examination
he admitted that he had had no money from his mother

and that his mother was in England, It appeared that the
mother received 150 marks a month from & sister-in-law in
Germany but there was no evidence th&t the income was

in any way assured and Lesser admitted that he had

never been able and never expected to be able to e&rn
money by his art. In the circumstances as neither he
nor his mother could guarantee his maintensnce the
Immigration Officer felt obliged to refuse him leave to
land. Subsequently the case was further considered

in the light of full information furnished by
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irs., Ormerod and lirs. Lesser herself to this Office
es a result of which permission for & visit was
granted, |

I have gone into these cases in some
detail, as I should like you to know that the refusal,
in cases which have been refused, is not due to the
arbitrary and high-handed action of an Immigration
officer, as your stetement in the House of Lords
rather seemed to suggest, but to the‘necessity of
carrying out a policy which is imposed upon us by
present conditions in Burope and in this country.

I fully appreciate that circumstances of
personal hardship are often involved in such cases
and I can assure you that every weight is given to
them both at this O0ffice and by the Immigration
Officers, who perform their very difficult duty with all
possible care and consideration; it is of course
possible that a mistake mey occasionally be made, but
the actusl cases which you have submitted to me are
almost all cases which were fully examined at the time
at this Office and represent & donsidered and careful

decision of this Department.
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AS regards the question of the education of
foreign children in this country, the position is
that no o%jection is raised to foreign parents who
are in this country having their children with them,
and having them educated at the public expense, but
it is not the practice to agree to foreign children
whose parents are not here, being sent over to this
country to the care of friends or relatives for
education at the expense of British tax and rate-payers,
I confess that I camnot see any ground on which a
concession in this respect would be justified. You will
appreciate that it is not only the cases of persons in
Germany which are involved; similar applications in
respect of children of persons belonging to other
countries are frequently made to this Department ami
hsve to be refused; but in any event the number of
parents in Germany and France who are unable to support
their children and would be glad to send them over here
is so considerable that it is very necessary to
maintain this rule. There must be many such cases in
which there is no likelihood of the children, if
allowed to stay here for educetion, ever returning

to their parents at all. As regards the particular
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case of Siegfried and Otto Mangel (Case 3) permission
for education at the public expense wae refused in
accordence with the above preactice, Arrangements have
since been made for Otto liangel to go to & private
school as & non-paying pupil.

A full statement of poliey was made in the

House of Commons by Crookshank on lst November last.

kb

The
Lord Noel-Buxton.
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